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CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED EVERY SATURDAY, 
Br BARZILLAI CRANSTON, 


At No. 8, North Main-Street (3d story) near the 
Market-House. 


Rev. DAVID PICKERING, Editor. 


TREMS. —One doilar and fifty cents per volume, if 
paid in advance, or within three months from the 
commencement of the volume—one dollarvand sev- 
enty-five cents, if paid within six months—or two 
dollars, if paid at the close of the year—postage paid 
by subscribers. 

(cP Agents will be allowed every eleventh copy. 
All Postmasters and Universalist Preachers are re- 
quested to act as Agents, in obtaining subscribers for 
the;Telescope. 


ADDRESS TO PATRONS. 

We deem it unnecessary to present the readers of 
this paper with a new prospectus, as it is not our in- 
tention to change the course which we at first adopt- 
ed. It may be expedient, however, to remind the 
patrons of the Telescope that we shall pursue a 
frank and friendly course, and in return, we shall ex- 
pect the same treatment from others. 

We beg leave to apprize the publick that our pa- 
per is, as it always has becn, open for the communi- 
cations of persons whose views of doctrine are notin 
accordance with our own, provided they are written 
in a temperate and charitable spirit. Butthe Editor 
will, as before, reserve to himself the right of reject- 
ing any communication which may appear incom- 
patible with the mild spifit of the christian religion. 
Communications which contain expressions of bitter- 
ness and unreasonable censure, and which are inter- 
spersed with idle frivolity and unfriendly satire will 
uniformly be rejected as unsuited to the design of | 
the Christian Telescope. 

To those who are lovers of controversy, we can | 
say, the Second Volume of our paper commences 
with the prospect of their being’ gratified in that re- 
spect, at least fora time. We hope, however, that 
it will be conducted with a spirit, and in manner be- 
coming the importance of the subject. 

It is our wish, and it will be our aim to devote a 
suitable portion of the Telescope to moral and prac- 
tical subjects ; and as far as possible to contribute 
our share in.correcting the errors and vices of the 
age. . 

The doctrine of God’s universal Providence and 
grace, are themes on which we delight to dwell, 
and which will frequently find a place in the columns 
of our paper. 

No reasonable exertions will be omitted to render 
the Telescope both interesting and instructive. 

As a variety of writers in a religious paper would 
be most likely to promote the great objects for 
which it is intended, and contribute to the advance- 
ment of the human mind in the acquisition of divine 
Beret se the Editor earnestly solicits — fa- 





wihinatienn shaebadh: toed as from his Brethren in 


| the more immediate vicinity of the press. 


Feeling conscious of the justice of our cause, and 
the importance of that truth which we advocate ; 
and relying upon the wisdom of God for direction, 
and upon his goodness and power for support ; we 
hope to be enabled to discharge the duties which 
we have undertaken in such a manner as to enjoy 
the testimony of an approving conscience. 


FOR THE CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 


A LETTER. 
Rev. Mr. Leonard, of Glocester. 
Dear Str—A letter, which you have addressed to 


he were consistent, adopt your belief in the salvation 
of all mankind. Indeed you say, ‘it appears evi- 
dent to me, that the author on God’s goodness would 
be like Paul, a Universalist, provided he understood 
himself.” Your opinion, that he would be a Univer- 


salist, provided he understood himself, must, I con- 
clude, be founded on what he says respecting the 
goodness of God, previously to his remarks.~I do 


not see, then, how I can avoid the opinion, that yonr 


belief in the salvation of all mankind's founded up*’ 
on the goodness of God. And I candidly confess, 


that to me it appears certain, that the goodness of 


happiness of every rational creature. TI also beli 


God inclines him to desire the perfect holiness 


me and which has been published in the Christian | that the power of God is equal to his goodness 
Telescope for the 16th of July, 1825, Ihave thought | Cables him to perform whatever he desires. Now 


T ought to notice. From jour letter I conclude you 
believe that the goodness of God disposes him, and 
that his power enables him to desire and accomplish 
the future and eternal salvation of the whole human 
family. From the Providence Theological Maga- | 
zine you quote, with approbation, a description of | 
divine goodness ; though you are not satisfied with | 





if God desires the holifiess and happiness of every 
rational creature and can accomplish what he desires, 
then, ‘‘ will he not most assuredly save every soul of 


the vast family of man”? Am I not, then, a Univer — 


salist, like Paul, if } understand myself ’—But, how- 
ever I may be like Paul, if I found my belief of Uni- 
versal salvation upon the universal and almighty 


some remarks, which are made on the same subject | goodness of God, I shall not be Mt oat like the 


im that publication. 
by the author of the remarks on God’s goodness, | 
that God would save every soul, if it were in his pow- 
er!!!” Then, after a quotation, you exclaim, * Is 
not this most astonishing! Is God convinced he 
cannot save all!!!” After another quotation you 
again exclaim—*' This is most astonishing. The 
general would have gained his point, without the loss 
of a man, had it been in his power.” You proceed, 
** Does the author suppose, that God would save all, 
were it in his power? But is not God possessed of 


almighty power, which will enable him to perform 


all his pleasure? Is there any thing too hard for | 


,in the universal and almighty goodness of God, as 


him ?”? Again you say, ‘‘ Now it appears evident to 
me, that the author on God’s goodness would be like 
Paul, a Universalist, provided he understood himself.” 
You then assert, “ Unless God’s riches and his power 
fail, he will most assuredly save every soul of the 
vast family of man.” And, finally, referring to the 
author of the piece on God’s goodness, you ask— 
“ Does he, can he believe, that the riches of God will 
be exhausted and that his power will fail ?”’ 

The substance of what you have communicated in 
your letter is contained, I believe, in this sentence— 
** Unless God’s riches and his power fail, he will most 
assuredly save every soul of the vast family of man.” 
By the riches of God, I suppose, you mean the riches 
of his goodness. You do, then, assert, that, unless 
the goodness and power of God fail, he will most 


certainly save every human being. This important. 


declaration you do not attempt, formally, to explain 
and prove ; but it appears to contain the sentiment, 


which you aim to support throughout your letter. 
And you seem to believe, that the author of the piece, 


in the Magazine, on the goodness of God, would, if 


i 


You say, “It appears to me, | Universalists of the present day. 





I, indeed, suppose 


' that they generally found their belief of universal 


salvation upon the goodness and the power of God. 


They say, his goodness leads him to desire the salva- - 


tion of every human soul and his power enables him 


to perform what he desires. Herethey infer the sal- 


vation of every human soul. 


But the Universalists, if they do not infer, from 


the universal and almighty goodness of God, some- 


thing “more tlian merely the future salvation of all 


mankind, will, it appears to me, limit his goodness 
and power, be inconsistent with their fundamental 
principles and not understand themselves. _ I believe 


fully and strongly as they do. I believe that his 
goodness extends to every creature and every event 
in the universe ; that he desires the perfect holiness 
and happiness of every rational creature and also de- 
sires that every event, that ever exists, should he 
good, happy and pleasant. And I have no more rea- 
son, nor desire, to limit the power than the goodness 


of God. Now let me deduce my inferences from my 


premises, after the example of the Universalists ; 
and we shall see how much more benevolent and 


glorious are my conclusions from the universal = 


almighty goodness of God than what they c 

ly believe and teach. Let us, then, see what We 
can cast upon our solid foundation of the universal 
and almighty goodness of God. He desires the per- 


fect holiness and happiness of every rational creature. | 
And he is able to perform what he desires. Iam_ 
to look by faith into the future — 


not, then, obliged 
state, in order to see “every soul of the vast fa 


of man” perfectly holy and perfectly mt pg 
view of the poe light, which bursts a 
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of afl mankind. And he.is.as able to produce their 
present, as their future holiness and happiness. How, 
then, can we avoid the benevolent, glorious and joy- 
fal cenclusion, that all mankind are now pertectly 
holy andhappy ? If they are not perfectly holy and 
happy, they are not in such a state as God desires 
they should be and as he is able te produce. And 
if they are not in such a state, ‘‘is it not most aston- 
ishing ??——But we cannot justly limit the goodness 
and the power of God to rational creatures. “ His 
tender mercies are over all his works.” He desires 
the good of irrational, as well as of rational creatures. 
And his power cnables him to perform what he de- 
sires. You may, then, be just as certain, from the 
O&iness and power of God, that no irrational crea- 
, whether beast, or bird, fish, or insect, ever felt 
any pain, as you can be, that no human being will 
ever be subjected to endless pain and torments in hell. 
‘The present existence of natural and moral evil, in 
respect to any creature and event, is as inconsistent 
with the universal goodness and almighty power of 
God,..as their future and eternal existence. Our 
method of reasoning from the power and goodness 
of God warrants the sublime and glorious conclusion, 
that there never has been and never can be the least 
evil of any kind in the universe. If God does not 
oppose the existence of rational and moral evil in 
every instance and in every degree, he is not a good 
being. And if he cannot prevent what he opposes, 
he is not almighty. You may, then, be as confident 
and as certain, that no evil ever has existed jn the 
universe and that all mankind are now perfectly holy 
and happy, 2s you can be, that “ God will most assu- 
redly save every soul of the vast family of man.” 
Besides, as it is certain from the goodness and power 
of God, that he desires and is able to effect, not only 
the future, but the present holiness and happiness 
of all mankind ; so we must believe, from the same 
fundamental principles, that there never has been 
any wickedness, misery, or ill desert in the human 
race. Therefore there never have been any sinners 
to be saved; and consequently the whole Bible is 
founded on error and delusion. Such is the won- 
derful result of our most wonderful argumentation. 
But, sir, let us seriously understand ourselves. If 
God, with his universal goodness and almighty pow- 
er, has not already made all mankind holy and happy, 
what reason have we to believe that he ever will 
do it According to your mode of reasoning from 
the power and goodness of God, have you any great- 
er evidence, that “ he will most assuredly save every 
soul of the vast family of man,” than you haye to be- 
‘lieve, that all mankind are now perfectly holy and 
happy; and that no evil, either natural or moral, has 
ever existed in the universe’ I have as plain and 
strong reasons to believe and assert the perfect holi- 
ness and happiness of all mankind, on the founda- 
of God, as you have to assert, that “unless God’s 
every soul of the vast family man!!” If you ex- 
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goodness and almighty power of God, as to. be-} Mp 
come a Universalist, you must, first show me, that | © 


‘his goodness and power have prevented the exist- 


ence of moral and natural evil in his rational crea- 


tures. If the goodness and power of God have not } 
produced the present holiness and happiness of his | 


rational creatures, I can perceive no reason to be- 
lieve, that. he will save all mankind from future and 
endless wickedness and misery. Whatthen? Do 
I deny, question, or limit the goodness and the pow. 
er of God ? Far from it. I beheve and am assured, 
that the present existence of moral and natural evil 
are perfectly: consistent with his universal goodness 
and almighty power ; and that their future and eter- 
nal existence is no less consistent with the same di- 
vine perfections. It is for the glory of his goodness 
and power, that God causes the existence of moral 
and natural evil and that he has determined, in his 
infinite wisdom, to save a part and only a part of the 
human race. And if you will only understand the 
goodness and power of God, so as to be such a Uni- 
versalist as Paul, with him you will say-—** What if 
God, willing to show his wrath and to make his pow- 
er known, endured with much long-suffering the 
vessels of wrath fitted to destruction ; and that he 
might make known the riches of his glory on the 
vessels of mercy, which he had afore prepared unto 
glory.” THOMAS WILLIAMS. 
Attleborough, 21st July, 1825. 


FROM ZION’S HERALD. 


Providence, 22d July, 1825. 
Ma. Banern, 

Sir,—In “ Zion’s Herald’ of the 20th inst. I have 
noticed a communication from Rev. Mr. Fisk, in reply 
to my review of his Sermon before the New-Eng- 
land Conference, delivered in June, 1823, in Provi- 
dence, R. J. This communication contains a mis- 
take which Iam solicitous to rectify. Mr. Fisk in- 
forms the public that he was refused the privilege 
of replying to my review in the columns of the 
Christian Telescope,and that by the Editor. I at- 
tach no blame to Mr. F. for this statement, although 
itis not correct. Mr. F. did not call on me, nor 
write me a line on the subject, which was the proba- 
ble cause of the mistake. Ofhis request for admis- 
sion into the columns of the Telescope, I was inform- 
ed by the printer. My reply was, the paper is too 
small for the admission of lengthy commmunications 
of a controversial character ; and although Mr. F, 
has no just claim on me, asI have only acted in de- 
fence of the general sentiments of -Universalists, 
against the attack of his sermon upon the doctrine 
of universal grace, yet I am willing that he should 
occupy one andahalf columns of the paper per 
week, provided he wishes to reply through this me- 
dium.” It seems however that the printer misun- 
derstood my answer, by which Mr. F. received 
the impression that he would not be admitted. As 
soon as I was apprised of this mistake, I went to Mr, 
L. Adams, a leading member of the Methodist 
Church in this town, and rsquested him to inform 
Mr. F, Being a stra to Mr. Fisk, and unac- 
quainted with the place of his residence, I_conclud- 
ed that this was the only consistent method which I 
could adopt under existing circumstances, 

By i this short inthe next number 
of tlants Heed, usw chlige ove whe atodeaty 
very innocently, misrepresented, and correct an eros 
neous impression upon the public mind, occasioned | 
by the communication alluded to. > : 

Yours sincerely. 
DAVID PICKERING, 


: _ If the columns of the Telescope were real- 
ly open to ) his kind, as Mr. P. has 
more than once stated in his paper, it was really un- 
fortunate for him, notto say inconceivable by us, 
a oes suk rcames uur toe pose st, a= if 
Mr. P. real regret that his printer used 
Mr. Fisk’s application, he could easily have informed 
him by letter: And im case he did not know where 
he was, the natural course would have been -to in- 
quire of some of Mr. F’s friends, any of whom could 
have informed him.—And we do not think that we 
exceed the bounds of charity, when we give it as 
our opinion, that neither Mr. Fisk nor the public 
would ever have known from Mr. P. that he felt any 
regret on account of Mr. Fisk’s application being re- 
fused, had not t'ie statement of the latter gentleman 
appeared in the Nerald. For it must have been ear- 
ly in June when he made application, and Mr. P’s 
letter is dated the 22d of July. But be this asit may, 
we need go no further than to Mr. Pickering’s own 
proposal, expressed to his printer, to allow Mr. F. a 
column anda half in “his paper per week, for his 
** Examination,” to find a virtual refusal of his appli- 
cation. ‘To be allowed only a columma and a half, 
weekly, on a quarto page, of the size of the ‘I'elc- 
scope, amounts nearly to a refusal, as it must subject 
the author to delay and great inconvenience ; and he 
would hardly be willing tobring his arguments be- 
fore the publicin such detached picces. 

Finally, we should not perhaps, have viewed the 
refusal, in Mr. Fisk’s case, as we now do, liad it 
been the first of the kind. We are acquainted with 
a geutleman who had long felt a desire to address the 
Universalists on some points which nearly concern- 
ed them, but was prevented for want of a medium. 
When he saw the prospectus of the Telescope, and un- 
derstood that its columns were to be open to discus- 
sion, he congratulated himself that the desideratum 
was about to be furnished. But when he saw the 
first nuinber of that paper, he found that there were 
conditions connected with the admission of discussion 
into the columns of the Telescope, viz : that the pie- 
ces must be ** temperate and candid,” and that the 
editor 1eserved to himself the sole right of determ- 
ining when they were so. The gentleman alluded 
to addressed a note to the editor of the Telescope, 
complaining of these conditions; and urging the 
propriety, if he admitted discussion at all, of allowing 
his opponent the choice of his own weapons accord- 
ing to the expectatiots. warranted by the prospec- 
tus of hispaper. Mr. P. however, chose to abide by 
his conditions ; and here the business ended. 


STRICTURES 


On Mr. Badger’s remarks, in reply to Mr. Pickering’ s 
letter, in Zion’s Herald, of the 27th ult. 

A letter was addressed to the Editor of Zion’s 
Herald, July 22d, rectifying a mistake committed by 
Rev. Mr. Fisk, and published in that paper of the 
20th. It was believed that Mr. Badger would have 
the candour to allow Mr. Pickering the credit of 
having stated the truth in the case alluded to, es- 
pecially as he gave the name of one of the: principal 
members of the Methodist church in Providence ; to 
whom reference might have been had without any 
Mr. B. was misplaced... We confess that we had no 





‘|reason for such confidence ; for-we have had occa- 


sion in ¢wo instances to test his candour, when he 





ee eee pearas cream eet 
ed that suitable notice should be taken of such abu- 
founded in fact, silence has been his refuge, though 
plainly told that suspicion rested on him of a wilful 


intention to slander the Universalists. This we think. 


is sufficient upon the subject of Mr. B’s candour.— 
He does not deny that the Editor of the Telescope 
offered a column and a half per week for the occu- 
pancy of Mr. Fisk ; but complains of such limits, and 
tells his readers that it amounts to a virtual denial, 
&c, The proportion of the Telescope which we 
have offered for Mr. Fisk, is one e(gith part of the 
whole paper. This, we have thought, and still 
think, is as much as any man of common modesty 
would be Likely to ask. . But Mr. B. thinks we ought 
to have offered more. We will give Mr. B. an op- 
portunity of redeeming his credit for candour and lib- 
erality in this case, by offering to enter the columns 
of Zion’s Herald, provided he will allow Mr. P. the 
vecupancy of one twentieth part of the Herald per 
until the discussion between him and Mr. F. 
and let Mr. P’s manuscript be set 
If he accepts this 


weck, 
shall be closed ; 
in brevier type without leading. 
offer, the space required in that paper shall be reg- 
ularly supplied with original matter : If he rejects 
this proposal, let him henceforth cease prating about 
liberality. But as an evidence oi his total want of 
candour, we need go no farther than his remarks : 
for after being told that Mr. P. called on a friend of 
Mr. Fisk, to ascertain the place of his residence* and 
give him information that he might occupy a portion 
of the Telescope, Mr. Badger points this out as the 
course which Mr. P. ought to have taken : ‘Thereby 
virtually telling the publick that Mr. P’s statement, 
which he had published in the Herald, was not true. 

We think it is easy to discover the reason why 
Mr. B. has descended to sueh unjustifiable measures; 
for without them, the long preamble of Mr. Fisk, 
which seems to have afforded the Editor and read- 
ers of Zion’s Herald a very desirable, though mo- 
mentary triumph, would be totally inapt. Mr. Fisk 
requested of the printer the privilege of defending 
himself in the columns of the Telescope: This ap- 
peared to us a very singular request, since he had 
made an unprovoked attack wpon the sentiments of 
the Universalists. It was, in fact, changing the whole 
ground. He was the assailant, and we had done no 
more than merely to act on the defensive. Add to 
this, Mr. Fisk, as we are informed, was in town near- 
ly a week ; and had he been very desirous of im- 
proving the columns of the Telescope, he might 
have applied in person, or addressed a line to the 
Editor, but neither of these were done. What ob- 
ligations were the Editor of the Telescope under to 
seek after Mr. Fisk ? Certainly none. He has never 


that Mr. Fisk 
Telescope, 





* Mr. Pickering was not 
had left his address in the Offs of the 
until the 4th inst. This will fully account for the | 


measures which Mr. P. ado 
to Mr. Pak, though # member of the Meta 





represent us in'some unfi 


coment hu i eve! ik on hr 


ple contest when duty or the cause of truth require 


. that he should enter the lists. 


°Mr. P. feels conscious that he did all, and more 
than his antagonist could in reason require of him, 
by calling on Mr. Adams, and apprizing him that 
Mr. Fisk would be permitted to occupy one eighth 
of the paper, so long as he chose to pursue the con- 
troversy. Now, if Mr. Adams neglected to inform 
Mr. Fisk, the fault was not ours. 

We are told by the Editor of the Herald, that he 
knows of a person who was desirous of addressing 
the Universalists through the medium of the Teles- 
cope, but was not permitted, &c. We seriously 
question the truth of this assertion, so far as it relates 
to any desire on the part of the person alluded to. 
An anonymous writer fortvarded some objections to 
the conditions on which we proposed admitting the 
writings of controversialists into the columns of our 
paper. But the very objections which he proposed 
carried the conviction with them, that he was cithera 
character whose writings would disgrace any decent 
periodical work, or that he was not in earnest when he 
intimated a wish to occupy our columns. If he were 
a decent man, why did he not give his name, in as 
much as he objected to the terms of admission, which 
were specified both in the prospectus, and in the 
first namber of our paper ? Could this writer, or the 
Editor of the Herald expect that we should admit 
into our Columns, a man whose apparent wish was to 
use indecent language, (for the prohibition of such 
See Vol. 
I. page 58)—language which would bring reproach 
upon the very name of religion, without our being 


language was the subject of his complaint : 


in possession of the name of the writer ’? Ifso, they 
are for once mistaken: For by such a measure, the 
most detestable and unprincipled blackguard would 
be at liberty to fill our columns with all the oppro- 
brious and disgraceful epithets which could be found 
in the whole vocabulary, without the least responsi- 
bility resting on him, in relation to the publick. 

With these remarks, we shall leave the publick to 
decide as to the justice of Mr. Badger’s sirictures, 
and the propriety of our course. 

N. B.—Writers whose sentiments are opposed to 
those of the Editor have frequently found a place in 
our columns. 


REVIEW OF MR. FISK’S EXAMINATION. 

In reviewing the examination of Mr. Fisk, com- 
menced in Zion’s Herald, of the 20th inst. a Metho- 
dist paper, printed on a folio sheet in Boston, Mass. it 
is our intention to keep the main points constantly 
in view; nor to suffer ourselves to be drawn into 
any useless contention about mere appellations, even 
should the epithets, Deist, Infidel, and Scoffers at 
revelation, occupy every column of Mr, F’s examina- 
tion. We are not concerned about the names which 
may be affixed to our profession, nor shall we give 
ourselyes any trouble about numerous insinuations 
of unfairness and sophistry : For we know that these 
terms are of familiar use 
Saul of Tarsus, think they do G 


lick. 
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they can easily be overthrown : But if prediciated 


upon the foundation which God hath ‘laid, all the 
subtilties of human invention can never essentially 
affect them. 7 

Whe Wheto “ehdgsalttael' GH lt Ya" eubaatidn the 
truth of Mr. F’s assertion, namely, that ‘* the sermon 
was first published at the request of the students of 
Brown University ;” but we were informed about the 
time the sermon was printed that the petition did not 
originate with the students; that it was introduced 
by a friend of Mr. F. and presented to the students 
for their signatures. We have been informed by 
some of the students, that but few of their number 
were present to hear the Sermon, and that they sign- 
ed the request merely as an expression of courtesy 
to a graduate of Brown University. We should fot 
have mentioned these circumstances, but for Mr. F’s 
carefulness again to remind the publick that the Ser- 
mon was published by their request. The merits of 
the sermon, however, have nothing to do with the 
request, Whether jt were voluntary, or the effect of 
persuasion. 

Mr. F. seems desirous to excite the sympathy of 
his readers by telling them he does not consider the 
review “a manly and an ingenuous answer to his sér- 
mon.” If to avail himself of the advantages of pub- 
lic sympathy will afford him any happiness, we feel 
no inclination to deprive him of the enjoyment which 
may be derived from that source. The publick, 
however, will be more likely to pass an impartial 
judgment upon the ingenuousness or disengenuous- 
ness of our respective arguments than either of the 
contending parties, To their decision, therefore, 
our arguments must be submitted. Had we been 
disposed to indulge in any thing like severe criti- 
cism, we might. have noticed, in the review, some 
immodest boasting, dogmatism and passionate ap- 
peals. Such a course might have been gratifying to 
some, and irritating to others ; but it could have no 
beneficial effect upon any serious inquiring mind, 
nor could it have added any thing to the conclusive- 
ness of the arguments. 

The reviewer takes this opportunity to say to all 
his readers, that should they discover any unsupport- 
ed arguments in his review, he sincerely desires that 
they would pass them over as having no weight in 
relation to the important subject in debate: Or 
should they find any expressions in the former or 
present review which implies disrespect for the char- 
acter of Mr. F. farther than what his writings would 
necessarily draw from any reviewer, they are earnest- 
ly requested to consider them as the offspring of in- 


advertence. 


From the materia whieh Mr. F. bes ‘covets 


ed his examination, we cannot expect that-his future 
peerage tobe av enenes with the virtue’ of 
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5 coolio t 
tice dant ¢ of his principal arguments. Were this re- 
ally the case, we cannot conceive the cause of his 
anxiety to reply: For, had some of the principal ar- 
guments of Mr, F. been passed by in silence, it must 
* have served as evidence in point, to every judicious 
reader, that we were unable to meet and refute 
them, If we have neglected any argument of vital 
importance to his theory, it has been for want of dis- 
cernment to discover their superiour merits, And at 
present we feel satished that due notice was taken of 
all the pasitions on which he rested his.general argu- 
ments and subsequent conclusions. Be this as it may, 
Mr. F. will doubtless tell us, in the course of the dis- 
cussion, what these principal arguments are ; and 
should they not appear foo formidable, and carry with 
them the force of entire conviction that his theory is 
founded cn the immutable principles of truth, we 
shall yet have the opportunity of bestowing suitable 
labour upon them, 


All the charges which Mr. F. has preferred against 
the reviewer, of sophisiry, unfairness, go bling and 
contempt, can have very little influence upon the dis- 
cussion, farther than to strengthen the prejudices of 
those who were before determined to adhere to the 
views of their particular party: We shall therefore 
take no further notice of these charges than what 
the necessity of the case may require. 

Having thus briefly noticed Mr. F’s prefatory re- 
marks, we shall in the future numbers of the Teles- 
cope consider the substance of his examination in 
regular order. 
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SELECTIONS. 
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“VIOLATION OF CONFIDENCE ! !” 


There is a strange phraseology adopted at the 
present day, by which actions, in themselves enor- 
mous, is attempted to be veiled over by smooth and 
delicate words. What is meant by the words viola- 
tion of confidence? Yf this is urged in extenuation of 
an offence, we would ask, what can be urged in ag- 
gravation ? It is called a criminal act for a man to 
rob on the highway. He attacks one who is some- 
times armed for defence, and forces him to surren- 
der his property. This act is deemed criminal in 
the eye of the law, and our penal code denounces 
the punishment. But, it is said, that if a man comes 
honestly into the possession of property belonging to 
another; that is, if he is intrusted with this proper- 
ty to use for the benefit of another, and appropiates 
the whole or the greater part to his own benefit, he 
does not, in a legal sense, commit robbery ; he only 
violates confidence. We will not pretend to say, but 
what this may be law ; but the question occurs, is 
this justice | ? We subscribe readily to the doctrine 
delivered by lord chief justice Lough from 
the bench, that “ legal obligations are, from their 
nature, more circumscribed than moral duties ;” 
that is, that every moral offence cannot be reached 
by the arm of civil law. But let us look for a mo- 
ment at the nature of the defence, that distinguishes 
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Let us analize this defence—in plain ane: it i 


this—1 have not committed robbery, because the pro. | f 


perty was not forcibly taken from the owner—I came. 
into its possession by the consent of the owner--I.| 
was believed to be a man of honour and was shoneer| 
to use this property for the benefit of the owner. 
Thus far I haye surely committed no offence, either 
in a moral or legal point of view. Now, I am_ per- 
fectly free to confess, that, after I did come into the 
possession of this property, I did violate the confi- 
dence reposed in me—I did appropriate this prop- 
erty to my own benefit—I did swindle and reduce to 
poverty and despair both thg widow and the orphan 
—I introduced wretchedness and misery into the 
calm quictude of the family cottage ; but shew me 
the law—point out a sacred precedent of this charac- 
ter amidst the alpine mass .of English reporters, 
where such an artis denominated, technically de- 
nominated, rebbery. No; in ali this I have only e- 
olated confidence, and this confidence, I frankly and 
proudly acknowledge, that J did violule. My friends 
believed me a man of probity and honor. It was 
their fault, it was their own blunder, and it must be 


their loss ; if they did entertain such opinions, they |. 


shoukl have been more cautious ; they should have 
kriown that I was not worthy of their confidence ; 
and they have learnt now, by sad experience, how 
careful they ought to be in imparting their confi- 
dence—it will be a salutary lesson to them hereaf- 
ter ; they will learn the difference between the man 
who robs on the highway and he who more delicate- 
ly violates their confidence—between the man who 
uses absolute force and he who only uses hypocrisy 
to deprive them of their property. Itis true that 
the same injury is done ; but thanks to the laxity of 
our criminal code, the laws of our country do not af- 
ford the same means of redress; they have madea 
pointed and broad distinction between a robber and 
a hypocrite. They can proudly say, that under the 
guise of hypocrisy, they have accomplished what 
the robber without hypocrisy has done—that the 
robber never added to the crime that he had com- 
mitted a violatidn of confidence—that this superior 
enormity has been exclusively reserved for their 
perpetration, and that by this they have been saved 
from the grasp of criminal law—that they have only 
violated the law of God delivered amidst the thun- 
ders of Sinai. Now in answer to such an elaborate 
appeal to popular sensibility, we would humbly en- 
quire, whether the man who makes such a plea is 
not urging his own infamy in his own jnstification— 
let such repose on their pillows—lect the words vio- 
lated confidence be inscribed on their armorial bear- 
ings—let them enjoy the cries of the widow and the 
tears of the helpless orphan—the gdads and stings 


of conscience—let them behold the blush on the }, 


cheek and the frown upon the brow of sacred hon- | 
our—let them see and feel all this, and then sink in. 
to the arms of sleep under the soothing and ¢ 

ing thought that they have only violated the 
dence of a friend — Morn, Chron. 
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When to the throne of gtace we come,’ 
With lifted hands and tearful eyes, 

If no devotion warm the breast, 

The heartless prayer unheeded dies ; 
He who his gracious word has given, 
To answer pure and ardent prayer 
With blessings from his mercy seat, 
Will never meet with triflers there. 


Then when within his earthly courts, 
The form of worshippers we wear— 
O may not lips and hands alone, 
But our whole souls be rais’d in prayer ; 
And He whose blessings far exceed 
The noblest gifts that monarchs grant, 
Will pour his spirit on our hearts, 
And more than answer every want. 

T'renton Emporium. 
PE ES ES PODS SE ST ST OE OE RD Co NETS DO 


NARRIED; 


In this town, on Sunday evening last, by Rev. Mr. 
Pickering, Capt. Gisert Warner, of N. ¥. to Miss 
Phebe Baxter, of this town. 

On Tuesday evening, by Rey. Mr. Pickering, Mr. 
Lyman Jenks, of Ludlow, Mass. to Miss Charlotte B. 
Sutton, daughter of Mr. Oliver Sutton, of this town. 

On the 24th ultimo, by Rev. Mr. Webb, Mr. Jacob 
Collins, to Miss Lydia Collins, both of Lynn, Mass, 











In this town, on Monday last, Capt. Caleb Godfrey, 
in the 89th year of his age. 

On Wednesday, suddenly, Mr. Eleazer Weer, 
aged 75, 

On Monday last, Stephen Gano, son of Mr, Barnard 
Eddy, aged 17 months and 7 days... 

On Monday last, James, infant son of Mr. Griffin 
Child, aged 6 months. 

On Monday last, in the 90th year of her age, Mrs. 
Margaret Heaton, widow of Mr. Nathaniel Heaton, 
late of Wrentham, Mass. 

In Attleborough, 3d inst. Martin Belzoni, only 
child of Mr. Martin Stoddard, aged 17 months. 

In Smithfield, on Sunday, 3ist ult. John W. only 
son of Dr. John G. Needham, of this town, a 11 
months and 16 days. . 

* So fides the lov seo 
_ Frail smiling eich an boat , bik: 


So soon our transient comforts fly, — 
And plehsare only blooms to die.” 


pS ier ny Smarter tee me so U AS. 


(CP The Publisher sends the Firet Nunbor of Vol. 
2d to all the former subscribews from whom no intel- 


- [ligence has been received ; 


wish to discontinue We | eucaee this number 





